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year, and 17400 strikes involving 1,086,000 workers in 1916; the strike movement was further intensified in January and February, 1917. This was a disturbing development, even though the number of both strikes and strikers was still considerably below the respective figures for January to July, 1914 (4,000 and 1,449,000), when the total number of workers was smaller by some 400,000 than in 1916. Moreover, prewar strikes were predominantly "political/' that is, they had objectives other than the advancement of the economic welfare of the workers, while wartime strikes, according to M. G. Fleer, the Soviet historian of the labor movement, were spontaneous, free from trade-union leadership, and inspired chiefly by economic motives. The one exception was the strikes of the relatively highly-paid metalworkers, who had been traditionally in the front rank of class-conscious, politically-minded militant labor. The authorities dealt sternly with labor disturbances, especially in industries working for national defense. Strikers of military age were drafted into the army and either sent to the front or retained at their jobs, no longer as "free" workmen, but as soldiers subject to military discipline. The government might have derived some comfort from the fact that industrial workers participated, through duly elected representatives, in the war industries committees. The official attitude towards organized labor, however, was one of mistrust, dislike, and suspicion, as illustrated by the case of the labor group on the central war industries committee. With the connivance of the authorities, an agent of the security police, Abrosimov, was elected a labor representative to that body, and early in 1917 the entire labor delegation was arrested, it would seem without good reason, by the mentally unbalanced Protopopov.
Economically, the farmers would seem to have fared somewhat better than the industrial workers. As related elsewhere in this chapter, the area cultivated by the peasants was extended during the war. Savings due to prohibition, allowances to the families of service men, and receipts for requisitioned livestock and the like are said to have increased the average real income of a peasant family by some 18 per cent. It is also held that the peasant establishment being largely self-sufficient, the rural community was less severely affected by the rise of commodity prices than was the urban population. Even if these optimistic assertions are correct—and one cannot be overcautious in dealing with Russian income statistics—the peasants failed to realize their blessings and, moreover, had valid reasons for restlessness and

